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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington. D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77
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Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators:.of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel saftty; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $L5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer,

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges, witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call controL facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR lMiIATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my Yiew5.

Benton County Sheriff's Dept.
GLENN SPENCER, SHERIFF
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11,e Honcrable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
19]9 M Street, NW
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Parry Preference

Dear Chainnan Hundt:
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We are opposed (0 the application ofBilled Party Preference (BPP) at inmate facilities.

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our f(Uility and have found it to be
necessary to raute inmate calls from our facJltty to a single carrier that is eqUipped to handle
inmate calls and with whom we have a conrractual relationship. We cannot allow inmates to
have open access to the telecommwucations network and th~ freedom to use any carrier they
please. BPP wul take awc:y our right to coordinate inmates calls through a carrier we mow
and trost. Insttad, Inmate calls will be routed to a number ofd/fferent carriers, none 01
whom will have any obligation to us, alUt few that will be trained to handle inmare calls.

We have also found it necessary fO install. phone equipment that is spec!.ftcal1y designed for
ilunare calls. This equipment helps prevem fraud, abusive calls, and other criminal actiVity
over the telephone network. Given the constant budgetary constraints that we are utUhr, we
cannot qfford to provide This equipmem withow the help of inmate phone service providers.
BPP would allow also eliminate the revenue stream that finances our inmate phones. IfBPP
is applied to inmate faciltties, there will ~ no way for us to ftnance these phones, nor will
there be Inmate phone service providers to assist us. WIthout inmate phones, the morale of
our inmates will be devastated. I1te resulting increase in tension will make it more difficult
for our staff to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families pay for calls. We fully appreciate
the FCC#s concern if some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmmejamiltes
from abusive rates. We do not agree with the FCC that the solutionfor this lack of
responsibiliry is BPP. The proper and more effective action would be to adopt raU ceilings
on inmate calls and then let Sheriffs enforce these rate ceiltngs through their contracts.
Indeed we believe the ovenNhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to requiring rates thaI
are jail' and reasonable.

In shon, BPP would take away our ability to employ imponanr security and administrative
measures rhat we have found to be necessary at our facility, UIIimaIety redUcing inmate phone
availabiliry, which in turn decreases {he efficiency of our sta.ff. We urge you TO not adopr
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J'egularions that inter/ere with our administrative and security decisions -- decisions that are
clearly wilhin our discretion. and which we have a public responsibility to make.

Respectfully submirred.

Address
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Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Chainnan Hundt:

We are opposed (0 the application ofBilled Party Preference (BPP) at inmate f«ilirles.

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our facility and have found It to be
'fU!cessary to route inmate calls from ourlaciltty to a single carrier that is equippd to handle
inmate calls and with whom we have a contractual relatiOTLJhip. We cannot allow Inmates to
have open access to the telecommunications 1U!twork and the freedom to use any carrier they
pltase. BPP will take away our right to coordinate inmates calls through a carrier we know
and trust. Instead. inmate calls Will be routed to a n~ber ofdWerent carriers, none of
whom 'will have any obligation to us, and few that will be trained to handle inJ1UUe calls.

We have also found it necessary to install. phone equipment that is spectftcally designed for
inmate calls. This equipment helps prevem fraud, abusive calls, and otMr crtmiTUZ1 actiVity
over the telephone Mtwork. Given the constant budgetary conitratnts that we are undtr, we
cannot qlford to provide this equipmem withow the help of inmate phone service providers.
BPP would allow also eliminate the revenue stream that finances our inmate pho1U!s. IfBPP
is applied to inmate facilities, there will he no way for us to flnance thsse phones, nor will
there be Inmate phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the mbraJe 01
our inmates will be devastated. The resulting increase in tension will make it mare difficult
for our stoff to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families pay for calls. We fully appreciate
the FCC's concern if some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmate families
from abusive rales. We do not agree with the FCC that the solution for this lack of
responsibility is BPP, The proper and more effective action would be to adopt rate ceilings
on inmate calls and then let Sheriffs enforce these raJe ceilings through their contracts.
Indetd we believe the overwhelming majority ofSheriffs are committed to requin~"'lg rates that
are fair and reasonable.

In shorr, BPP would take alVa)' our ability to employ important security and administrative
measures that we have found co be necessary at our facility, ultimClIely reducing inmate phone
availabiliry, which in turn decreases the efficiency of our staff. We urge you to not adopt
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1'Igulations that inte1fere with our administrative and security decisions -- decisio1l$ that are
clearly within our discretion and which we have a public responsibility 10 make.

Respectfully submitted,

Address

Steven C. McLain
Deputy Administrator

I
".Baltimore County

&reaa of Correctiona
404 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

(410) 337-6700, Fax: (410) 825-8002

&LT'doR£. Cou"'!'l~Q~ ~
NalM of Correcrional Facility

~ O~ J~ \"-10~-\ 1>-t~v£"".
'\O~So}'J MD 2l't.c '"t,
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Reo' CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Pany Preference

Dear Chainnan Hundt:

We are opposed (0 the application ofBilled Party Preference (BPP) at inmate facilities.

We have analyzed the secr"rlty and administration needs at our fadliry and have found it to be
necMsary to route inmate calls from ourlaciltry to a single carrier rha: is equipped 10 handle
inmate calls and with whom we have a contractual relationship. We cannot allow inmates to
have open access to the telecommwucations network and the freedom to use any carrier they
please. BPP will take away our right to coordinate innuues calls through a carrier we knaw
and trust. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to a nwnber ofdlfferent carriers, none of
whom "vil1 have any obligation fO us, and few that will be trained to handle inmate calls.

We have also fot.ma it necessary to install phone equipment thar is spectftcally designed for
inmate calls. This equipment helps prevent fraud, abustve calls,' and other criminal actiVity
over the telephone nelWOrk. Given the C07Lfranr budgetary conStraints that we are under, we
cannot afford to provide this equipment without the help of inmate phone service providers.
BPP would allow also eliminate the revenue stream fha/finances our inmate phones. IfBPP
is applied to inmate faciltties, there will be no way for us to ftnance these phones, nor will
there be Inmate phone service providers to assist us. Wlthou.t inmate phones, the morale 01
our inmates will be devastated. The resulting increase in tension will make it more difficult
lor oW' staff to manage inmates.

Furthemwre, we aN! sensitive to the rates inmate families pay for calls. We fully appreciate
the FCC's concemif some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmalejamilles
from abusive rates. We do not agree with the FCC that the solution for this lack of
responsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective acrion would be to adopt rate ceilings
on inmate calls tutd then let Sheriffs enforce these rate ceilfngs through their contracts.
Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to requiring rates thar
are fatr and reasonable.

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ importanr security and administrative
measures that we ha....e found to be necessary at our facmry, ultimately reducing inmate phone
availabiliry, which in rum decreases rhe efficiency of our sra.ff. We urge you to nor adopt
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regulations that inteTfere with our administrative and security decisions -- decisions that are
clearly wichin our discretion and which we have a public responsibiltry to make.

Respecrfully submirred,

21-f~-~
Name / Title

&ttro~ CO· BfJR(/f(J (Jf CfJbktftJ,t/S'
NQlfU! o[ Correctional Facility

l{oq 1l.//!lWdl71( At.. ~
Address
TrHIJ!lJ~ mIJ, J-tJot{
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I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls he exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards ofSl.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone.'

• Under BPP, co~tional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.
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I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized b)' BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate cails be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators:ofcorrectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone senice provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enfOrcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; jal1li~v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone pro"iders.

• Technology for BPP would reponedly cost upwards of S1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyonel

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless olbers. we believe that 'TEE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR rN1vIATE CALLS F.A..R OliT\VEIGH THE BENEmS. ffBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consider:lllon of my views.
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Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators:of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length ofstay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone.'

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR IN1vIATE CALLS FAR. OUTWEIGH THE BENEmS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554
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Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators 'ofcorrectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are "few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supenising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges, witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR IN1tlATE CALLS F.A.R OUTWEIGH THE BENEmS. lfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate caBs exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely.
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~V visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of$1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone I

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates CQw.d conceivably harass judges, witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

WM.C."••W.
CI..~...

P.0."10
Plattsmouth. HE e.MI.ooI0
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The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554
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Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators ofcortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. Ire use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion, an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone.'

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call controL facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR IN1vlATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely.
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The Honorable Reed Hundt Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:
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I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators:.of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health. education and recreation; jail personnel softty; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR IMvfATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become=:eurgeYOU10makemnmlecmlse,emPL;;;:ll1~~~
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of cortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami(v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone.'

• Under BPP, correctjonal facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you 1. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Si~

No, of CoDies rec'd ..,a..
Ust ABCOe L.1L--



RECEIVED

AUG 1219M
'yORlGINAI

July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators'of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; jami~v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone prO\-iders.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone.r

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges, witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR IN1vlATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my 'l,ie',vs.

Sincerely.

HP~

No. 01 CoPies rec'd---11:.
UslABCOE



RECEIVED

lUG 121994
i""',r C' fI(irJVORIGINAI

,~!, ~"J;! j

July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason. we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators~of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; famiZv visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone.!

• Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking, Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR IN1vlATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. rrBPp does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

~ev~
Gene Cavenaugh ~
Shelby County Sheriff

No. of Copiesreold~
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July 21, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hunt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

As the SheriffofTexas ColUlty, Missouri, I am writing to you regarding the FCC proposal
for Billed Party Preference. We are currently using an Inmate Phone Service which has
been very helpful in managing our inmate facility, and we would not want to lose the
benefits we receive from its services.

This service was most advantageous during a recent prisoner escape. Through the records
maintained by AmeriTel, we were able to determine a potential destination, pOSSlole
companions, and other related information. This helped resuh in the prisoner's capture
within a brieftime. I believe that the Billed Party Preference proposal will eliminate this
and other valuable benefits we now obtain from our ability to select our phone provider..

I feel that this added information available for law enforcement contributes greatly to the
safety ofthe general public. The current practice ofbilling the originating telephone for a
call should not be changed in the case ofcalls from inmate facilities. Please give this
proposal a vote to exempt inmate facilities from Billed Party Preference regulations.

Sincerely yours,

/;-"""f~
John Vandiver
Sheriff

zzb

cc: Senator John Danforth
Senator Christopher Bond
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July 21, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hoot
Federal COmnDIDications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

As the SheriffofAudrain County, Missouri, I am writing to you regarding the FCC
proposal for Billed Party Preference. We are currently using an Inmate Phone Service
which has been very helpful in managing our inmate facility, and we would not want to
lose the benefits we receive from its services.

This service was most advantageous during a recent prisoner escape. Through the records
maintained by AmeriTel, we were able to determine a potential destination, possible
companions, and other related information. This helped result in the prisoner's capture
within a brieftime. I believe that the Billed Party Preference proposal will eliminate this
and other valuable benefits we now obtain from our ability to select our phone provider..

I feel that this added information available for law enforcement contributes greatly to the
safety ofthe general public. The current practice ofbiDing the originating telephone for a
call should not be changed in the case ofcalls from inmate facilities. Please give this
proposal a vote to exempt inmate facilities from Billed Party Preference regulations.

Sincerely yours,

~tJ.VYWL.
Stuart Miller
Sheriff

zzb

cc: Senator John Danforth
Senator Christopher Bond
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chainnan
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

COpy ORIGINAl FEI!fW..CXIIIUDTa.s~
OFFUCI THE SECRETARY

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industl)· would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators'of coiTectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service pro"ider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; family visitation etc.

Here are afew ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone.'

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges, witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

• Without call controL facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR IN1vlATE CALLS FAR OlITWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become
regulation. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my \iews.

Sincerely.
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July 21, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hunt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

As the SheriffofNewton County, Missouri, I am writing to you regarding the FCC
proposal for Billed Party Preference. We are currently using an Inmate Phone Service
which has been very helpful in managing our inmate facility, and we would not want to
lose the benefits we receive from its services.

This service was most advantageous during a recent prisoner escape. Through the records
maintained by AmeriTel, we were able to determine a potential destination, possible
companions, and other related information. This helped result in the prisoner's capture
within a brieftime. I believe that the Billed Party Preference proposal will eliminate this
and other valuable benefits we now obtain from our ability to select our phone provider..

I feel that this added information available for law enforcement contnoutes greatly to the
safety ofthe general public. The current practice ofbilling the originating telephone for a
call should not be changed in the case ofcalls from inmate facilities. Please give this
proposal a vote to exempt inmate facilities from Billed Party Preference regulations.

Sincerely yours,

Ronald Doerge
Sheriff

zzb

cc: Senator John Danforth
Senator Christopher Bond

No. 01 COPiesrec'd--.11:.
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July 21, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hunt
Federal CotnD1Jmications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

As the Sheriffof Stone CO\Dlty, Missouri, I am writing to you regarding the FCC proposal
for Billed Party Preference. We are currently using an Inmate Phone Service which has
been very helpful in managing our inmate facility, and we would not want to lose the
benefits we receive from its services.

This service was most advantageous during a recent prisoner escape. Through the records
maintained by AmeriTel, we were able to determine a potential destination, possible
companions, and other related information. This helped result in the prisoner's capture
within a brieftime. I believe that the Billed Party Preference proposal will eliminate this
and other valuable benefits we now obtain from our ability to select our phone provider..

I feel that this added information available for law enforcement contnoutes greatly to the
safety ofthe general public. The current practice ofbilling the originating telephone for a
call should not be changed in the case ofcalls from inmate facilities. Please give this
proposal a vote to exempt inmate facilities from Billed Party Preference regulations.

Lonnie Mease
Sheriff

zzb

cc: Senator John Danforth
Senator Christopher Bond

No. of Copiesrec'd~
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From: Vincent Townsend To: James E Doo/ey

August I, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chainnan
Federlll Communiclltlon~ Commi~~ion

1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Date: 7121194 Time: 23:42:52 Page 3 of3

RECEIVED
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ClFU OF THE seCRETARY
Re: CC Docket No. 92-11 Opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Chainnan Hundt:

We are oppolled 10 Ihe application of Billed Parly Prefert:llce (BPP) al inmale facilities.

We hllVe llnllly7.ed the ~ecurity lind Ildmini!\trlltlon need.; llt our fllcility lind hllVC found it to he neCe~!\llry to route
inmate calls from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have a
contractual rcJationship. Wc cannot allow inmatcs to havc open acccss to thc telccommunications nctwork and thc
1reedom 10 use any carrier !hey pleal>e. BPP will lake away our righl 10 coordinale inmale calls through a carrier we
know and 1IUSt. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to a number of different carriers, none ofwhom will have any
obligation to us, and few that will be trained to handle inmate calls.

We have also found it necessary to install phone equipment that is specificelly designed for inmate calls.
. TIu.,> t:.quipment helps preve'Jlt fraud, abusive call,>, and otht:.f criminal activity over the telephone network. Given
the constant budgetary constraints that we are under, we cannot afford to provide this equipment without the help
of inmate phone service providers. DPP would also eliminate the revenue stream that finances our inmate phones.
IfBPP is applied to inmate facilities, there will be no way for us to finance these phones, nor will there be inmate
phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morale of our inmates will be devastated. The
resulting LnCJ"ease in tension will make it more difficult for our staff to manage llunates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate fiunilies pay fOr calls. We fiilly appreciate the FCC's concern if
some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmate families from abusive rates. We do not agree with the
FCC that the solution for this lack of responsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective
action would be to adopt rate ceilings on llullate calls and then let Sheriffs enforce these rate ceifuIg.'>
through their contracts. Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to
requiring rates that are fair and reasonable.

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ important security and administrative measures that we have
found to be neceSSalY at our facility, ultllllately reduclltg llullate phone availability, which i.n tum decreases the
efficiency of our staff. We urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere with our administrative and security
decisions -- decisions that are clearly within our discretion and which we have a public responsibility to make.

Respectfully submitted,

c;....d~~~_4_-----=-.L'hJ.~...~~~=------..4/J~'t!I\
Name/Title ~

.:::::f2>A,vt/& e, t, ..:::JH..r1
Nalue of Correctional Facility

cilJ. .i.;,,.J#J Jpt ...~ 'DANv/AvN
Address 2,;..2 't'U'y-3
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

FEll:fW.caMHCATKlNSCOMMlSSP
OFFCE (:J THf SECRETARY

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exemptfrom
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; fami~v visitation etc.

Here are a few ofmy biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:

• It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

• Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion, an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

• Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

• The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

• Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges, witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

No. of CoPieS rec·d.-1J:
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• Without call controL facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and cowltless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. IfBPP does become

. n. we urge you to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my \iews.

~9
Thayer COU ~~rlff I

324 Olive Avenue
Hebron. HE 68370
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July 21, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hunt
Federal C()J11DJIurications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

As the SheriffofBrown County, Kansas, I am writing to you regarding the FCC proposal
for Billed Party Preference. We are currently using an Imnate Phone SetVice which has
been very helpful in managing our inmate facility, and we would not want to lose the
benefits we receive from its services.

This service was most advantageous during a recent prisoner escape. Through the records
maintained by AmeriTel, we were able to determine a potential destination, possible
companions, and other related information. This helped result in the prisoner's capture
within a brieftime. I believe that the Billed Party Preference proposal will eliminate this
and other valuable benefits we now obtain from our ability to select our phone provider..

I feel that this added information available for law enforcement contn1>utes greatly to the
safety ofthe general public. The current practice ofbilling the originating telephone for a
can should not be changed in the case ofcans from inmate facilities. Please give this
proposal a vote to exempt inmate facilities from Billed Party Preference regulations.

Sin~ours,

/ .. /

~~~~~ks··

zzb

/

cc: Senator Robert Dole
Senator Nancy Landon Kassebaum
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